Several challenges involving torture-related human rights violations have been reported in Zimbabwe from the late 1970s to date. Notably, these torture-related human rights violations were problematic during the liberation war era in Zimbabwe. Regrettably, such violations are allegedly still prevalent, especially prior to and/or during general political elections in Zimbabwe. Accordingly, this article investigates torture as a human rights violation in Zimbabwe, inter alia by focusing on the role of selected law enforcement agencies in the protection of human rights in Zimbabwe. The article also discusses the legal position on torture and the perpetration of torture against ordinary people prior to as well as after independence in Zimbabwe. This is done to investigate the adequacy of the legal framework in Zimbabwe with regard to the combatting of torture. In relation to this, selected regional and international legal frameworks against torture are briefly discussed in order to determine possible measures that could be utilised in Zimbabwe. The authors submit that although the Constitution of Zimbabwe Amendment (No 20) Act, 2013 (Zimbabwe Constitution, 2013 prohibits torture, more may still need to be done to enhance the combatting of torture in Zimbabwe. For instance, apart from the prohibition contained in the Zimbabwe Constitution, 2013, there is no legislation that expressly outlaws torture in Zimbabwe. Moreover, Zimbabwe has not ratified the United Nations (UN 
Introduction
Torture could include an act or practice by which severe pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as obtaining from him or a third person information or a confession, punishing him for an act he or a third person has committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing him or a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind, when such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or with the consent or acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official capacity. 1 Several challenges involving torture-related human rights violations have been reported in Zimbabwe from the late 1970s to date. 2 Notably, these torture-related human rights violations were problematic during the liberation war era in Zimbabwe. 3 Regrettably, such violations are still prevalent, especially prior to and/or during general political elections in Zimbabwe in the post-independence era. 4 Accordingly, this article investigates torture as a human rights violation in Zimbabwe, inter alia by focusing on the role of selected law enforcement agencies in the protection of human rights in Zimbabwe. 5 The article also discusses the legal position on torture and the perpetration of torture against ordinary people prior to as well as after independence in Zimbabwe. 6 This is done to investigate the adequacy of the legal framework in Zimbabwe with regard to the combatting of torture. In relation to this, selected regional and international legal frameworks against torture are briefly discussed in order to determine possible measures that could be utilised in Zimbabwe. 7 The authors submit that although the Zimbabwe Constitution, 2013 8 prohibits torture, more may still need to be done to enhance the combatting of torture in Zimbabwe. For instance, apart from the prohibition contained in the Zimbabwe Constitution, 2013, there is no legislation that expressly outlaws torture in Zimbabwe. Moreover, Zimbabwe has not ratified the UN Convention against Torture 9 to date. 10 Lastly, concluding remarks and possible recommendations that could be employed to discourage torture-related human rights abuses in Zimbabwe are provided. It is hoped that such recommendations will be effectively and consistently utilised by the relevant authorities to ensure that the law enforcement agencies and other persons who commit torturerelated offences in Zimbabwe are timeously prosecuted for all their offences without fear or favour. Fernandez and Muntingh 2015 J Afr L 1-27. Nevertheless, it must be noted that although the national, regional and international legislative frameworks for combatting torture in Zimbabwe are outlined, a detailed analysis of such frameworks as well as the opportunities and challenges in respect thereof is beyond the scope of this article. Moreover, this article does not discuss the combatting of torture as a jus cogens or customary law norm since it is generally aimed at exposing torture-related human rights violations and some gaps in the regulatory and institutional framework that deals with such matters in Zimbabwe. Thus, a detailed discussion of the opportunities or challenges associated with the regional law, international law and other related norms is beyond the scope of this article. 
Overview of the regulation of torture prior to 2013
The use of torture to violate and/or infringe upon certain people's civil and political rights in Zimbabwe dates back to the early 1960s and 1970s, especially, during the liberation war era. 12 For instance, it is reported that the Zimbabwe African National Liberation Army (ZANLA), the Zimbabwe People's Revolutionary Army (ZIPRA), guerilla soldiers and other persons who were suspected to be enemies of the then ruling white-minority Rhodesian government (the Ian Smith regime) were often captured and brutally tortured, especially in the rural areas, from 1965 to the 1970s. 13 Such torture was perpetrated mainly by Rhodesian soldiers against ordinary native black people who were deliberately beaten, intimidated, detained and cruelly treated in prisons in a bid to extract confessions and information from them about the guerrilla soldiers. 14 Torture also occurred as a form of institutionalised racism by the Rhodesian soldiers against the ZANLA and ZIPRA guerrilla soldiers and their supporters who consisted largely of native black people. 15 Accordingly, about 60 000 people were allegedly tortured and killed during the liberation war. 16 Moreover, several people were physically injured or maimed while others were psychologically intimidated and tortured by the Rhodesian soldiers. 17 Torture was one of the forms employed by the Ian Smith regime to grossly violate people's human rights during the liberation war struggle. 18 The Ian Smith regime had illegally declared the country independent from Britain on 11 November 1965 (the Unilateral Declaration of Independence (UDI)). There was no legislation that expressly outlawed torture. On the contrary, It is reported that at least 200 people were killed while about 12 000 people were tortured at local community bases and over 28 000 were internally displaced through (20) 9 has been done by the government to investigate and prosecute those who commit torture-related offences in Zimbabwe. 54 In other words, although the Lancaster House Constitution, 1979 55 prohibited torture, the Criminal Procedure and Evidence Act, the POSA, the AIPPA and the Criminal Law Act continued to be arbitrarily enforced against human rights defenders, human rights activists and members of the opposition parties. 56 Consequently, due to the absence of specific anti-torture legislation in the Zimbabwe, the affected persons had to rely on common law offences such as assault, assault with intent to do grievous bodily harm, rape, murder and attempted murder in a bid to claim their remedies from the offenders in the courts. 57 Moreover, the inconsistent application and upholding of the rule of law poses another fundamental challenge to the reporting and combatting of torture cases in Zimbabwe. For example, it is alleged that torture activities that are perpetrated by the ruling party supporters against the human rights defenders sometimes go unpunished even if the crimes are reported to the police or brought to the relevant courts. 58
Constitution, 2013 expressly prohibits all persons from using physical or psychological torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment against other persons in Zimbabwe. 60 The Prescription Act [Chapter 8:11] (Prescription Act), which, inter alia, provides for the extinction of a debt arising as a result of a delict (civil wrong) by prescription after 3 years have lapsed from the commission date for such delict. See s 15(d).
77
The Police Act [Chapter 11:10] 2 of 1995 (Police Act). See s 70, which provides that any civil proceedings instituted against the state or its employees must be commenced within eight months after the cause of action has arisen. Thereafter, the affected persons cannot claim from the state for any delict on the part of the police officers. See further Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum 2012 http://www.hrforumzim.org/ wp-content/uploads/2012/10/20-PAGED-TORTURE-REPORT.pdf 9-10. 78 This Act prohibits the attachment of state property in the satisfaction of a debt or execution of a judgment, making it very difficult for affected persons to recover their compensation from the state for any delict or crimes committed by its employees. See ss 5 (2) 
War veterans
The war veterans (former guerrilla soldiers) are members of the Zimbabwe National Liberation War Veterans Association (ZNLWVA), which was formed in 1990. 93 , where rape, assault and brutal force were allegedly inflicted on a girl by an off-duty policeman who had offered her a lift. The policeman was later convicted and imprisoned but the relevant Minister appealed against his vicarious liability for the damages suffered by the affected girl, arguing that the officer involved was off duty at the time of the commission of the offence. of Persons Act 156 does not expressly provide any defences for torturerelated offences committed during a war, the threat of war, internal political instability or any other public emergency. Rights (African Commission), 167 it has not yet complied with its obligations to outlaw torture and timeously prosecute perpetrators of torture without fear or favour. 168 These positive regional efforts to combat torture could be negatively affected by some African countries that are not consistently enforcing or have not ratified and/or are threatening to withdraw from the ICC Statute. The effectiveness of these regional efforts is also complicated by the immunity provisions contained in the Malabo Protocol, which prohibits the prosecution of any incumbent head of state and/or government or anybody acting or entitled to act in such capacity and/or other relevant state officials during their tenure of office for their human rights offences. 169 These immunity provisions could have, to some extent, encouraged state executives to evade liability and accountability for their human rights-related offences in Africa. See the related remarks in para 5 above; Fernandez and Muntingh 2015 J Afr L 3-18. 177 See the related discussion in paras 1 and 5 above.
Selected international efforts to combat torture-related human rights violations
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Article 4(1) and (2) of the UN Convention against Torture.
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See the related comments in para 5 above.
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Article 1 of the UN Convention against Torture. Also see Fernandez and Muntingh 2015 J Afr L 7-9. 181 See the similar remarks in para 5 above; Fernandez and Muntingh 2015 J Afr L 8-27. 182 Article 1 of the UN Convention against Torture; Weissbrodt and Heilman 2011 Law and Inequality 386 and 387; Fernandez and Muntingh 2015 J Afr L 16-17. 183 Article 1 of the UN Convention against Torture; Fernandez and Muntingh 2015 J Afr L 8-27. 184 Article 1 See paras 2, 3 and 4 above.
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See the related discussion in paras 2, 3 and 4 above.
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See further the discussions in paras 2, 3 and 4 above.
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See further the discussion in paras 2, 3 and 4 above.
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See para 3 above. is further submitted that Zimbabwe should respect and abide by the Zimbabwe Constitution, 2013 and all the international or regional instruments that it has ratified, especially, those that prohibit torture. It is also recommended that the law enforcement agencies and other relevant authorities in Zimbabwe must consistently investigate and prosecute the perpetrators of torture-related offences without fear or favour or impunity. In the light of this, the government of Zimbabwe should also take legislative, administrative, judicial and other relevant measures to ensure that all the victims of torture are compensated or provided with some redress from the perpetrators of torture. The government of Zimbabwe should also take legislative and other relevant measures to provide all law enforcement officers with training on human rights protection. It is further submitted that the government of Zimbabwe should embark on human rights and torturerelated public awareness activities across the country. In addition, the government of Zimbabwe should establish effective independent complaints mechanisms where members of public can report misconduct and torture offences against law enforcement agencies, security services or other offenders in accordance with the 
